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MULLINS, Judge.

Luis Maldonado Jr. appeals following his guilty plea to one count of
assault with intent to commit serious injury, an aggravated misdemeanor, in
violation of lowa Code section 708.2(1) (2013). He claims the district court erred
in accepting his guilty plea® and his attorney was ineffective in not filing a motion
in arrest of judgment because there was not a factual basis in the plea document,
and the court did not make express findings as to any additional parts of the
record, to support the element of intent to commit serious injury.

We review the entire record to determine if there is a factual basis to
support the plea. See State v. Finney, 834 N.W.2d 46, 62 (lowa 2013). Our de
novo review of the record indicates Maldonado admitted in the written plea that
he “did strike [the victim] with the intent to inflict serious injury and did so without
right or justification,” and the minutes of testimony disclose Maldonado
threatened to assault the victim and later actually assaulted the victim, breaking
the victim’s jaw. We find that because a factual basis supports his guilty plea,
Maldonado’s attorney was not ineffective in failing to file a motion in arrest of
judgment. We therefore affirm Maldonado’s conviction and sentence pursuant to
lowa Court Rule 21.26(1)(a), (c), and (e).

AFFIRMED.

! The State argues Maldonado failed to preserve error on this claim because he did not
move in arrest of judgment. See lowa R. Crim. P. 2.24(3)(a) (providing that a defendant
is precluded from challenging the adequacy of a guilty plea on appeal unless the
defendant has filed a motion in arrest of judgment). Maldonado failed to file a motion in
arrest of judgment, and therefore, his claim is not preserved for our review. See id.



